posing them contagious, generate the other? Is it correct to include both under one name? Does the same name, as used in different places by the same writer, or by different authors, signify the same thing 1 Whoever attempts to weigh the value of cholera specifics will find these questions meet him on the very threshold of his researches.
The necessity for the essential identity of the things signified by the same term, is equally obvious, if we would investigate the laws which determine the origin of epidemic diseases, and govern their transit from place to place. Let the influence of the soil, or of the tliermometrical, barometrical, or electrical conditions of the atmosphere be considered as determining or exciting causes of any one of these diseases; and it is clear that what is true with reference to one of them, may not be true with respect to another ; or that if we include in our calculation only one phase of such affection, we shall be very unlikely to arrive at any absolute general con- clusion. Therefore must we, when speaking of either of these diseases, say scarlet fever, both extend the term used to every variety of the disease itself, and include in it no other affection. By Morton, measles and scarlet fever were confounded as one disease; Fothergill separated from scarlet fever that which unquestionably was a mere variety of it, and conjoined probably with the group he cut off from scarlet fever, another affection having no relation to that group. These errors vitiate their general observations or conclusions with reference to the causes and treatment of the diseases they respectively described. Further "Liebig considers this protection to arise from some change which occurs in the blood; whilst I think that it is from some change effected in the tissues of the membranes which are susceptible of the virus. The virus, having been taken into the blood, is evidently thrown off by the skin and mucous membranes of the alimentary canal, and of the kidneys?in the same way as that of typhus appears to be excreted by the glands of the intestines?and thus produces the symptoms which we class under the denomination scarlatina."
The italics are our own. The style of reasoning forcibly recalled to our mind the following passage in Huxham's Essay on Fevers:? " A very strong clastic set of vessels act with great force on the contained fluids, and produce much friction, and of course great heat, and withal a constant and large dissipation of the more subtile and aqueous parts, which render the blood globules, in proportion, more numerous, more dense, and compact, and the humours in general more viscid; as is evidetit by the state of the blood always observable in strong, laborious people, which is ever of this kind."
By a sufficient use of such evidently's and of course's, the moon could easily be proved to be made of green cheese.
In the concluding paper of the series Dr. Tripe modifies his theory, and attempts to amalgamate it with that of Liebig :
"We may then consider that the blood is, as far as it will at the time admit, of it, altered entirely by the attack, and that all the material capable of taking on the fermentation, or other process, when the virus is absorbed into the system, is changed in the first attack, whether that be one of scarlatina simplex, mitior, or gravior."
But then he thinks that, in addition to this change in the blood, it is essential that the tissues sensible to the specific action of the virus should have had that specific action exerted on them ; or else, when the individual is again exposed to the virus of scarlatina, it will be absorbed, will fail to produce any action on the blood, because by the previous attack that fluid has been rendered insusceptible, but will select the tissue not protected by a previous attack, and will thus produce skin eruption without sore " In the present epidemic," he says, " this order did not ordinarily obtain, the earliest symptoms usually consisting rather in vomiting or diarrhoea, or hi both; these did' not happen in all, but were observed in every severe case; indeed so constantly did this happen, that I was enabled, with one exception, to prognose the course of the disease by the premonitory symptoms. All the cases in which diarrhoea and vomiting appeared amongst the premonitory symptoms, were attended with severe inflammation and ulceration of the tonsils."
In order to show the exact relation which existed between the vomiting and diarrhoea, and the severity of the throat-affection, Dr. Tripe enters into the following analysis of 36 cases of which he kept notes.
Of these 36 cases, 20, or five-ninths, commenced with vomiting and purging; 8, or two-ninths, commenced with vomiting only; and 8, or two-ninths, did not suffer from the one or the other.
Of the five-ninths, or 55-5 per cent., which began with vomiting and purging, 80 per cent., being 44 -4 per cent, of the whole number of cases, had severe cynanche; and the other 20 per cent., being 11*1 per cent, of the whole number of cases, had slight cynanche.
Of the two-ninths, or 22'2 per cent., which commenced with vomiting without purging, the whole had sloughing of the fauces and palate, and inflammation of the parotid, without any swelling of the tonsils.
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